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Original sponsor: Labor. and Commerce
ommittee

IN THE HOUSE COMMERCE COIF\Q/II\/IITTEE
CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 172 (L&C)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FIFTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to the regulation of marine pilots;
extending the termination date of the Board of Marine
Pilots; and providing for an effective date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 08.03.010(c)(12) is amended to read:
(12) Board of Marine Pilots (AS 08.62.010) -- June 30, 1991
[1987] .
+ Sec. 2. AS 08.62.150(a) is amended to read:
(a) The board [, AFTER COMPLIANCE WITH THE ADMINISTRATIVE PR(
DURE ACT (AS 44.62),] may impose a disciplinary sanction on a person
licensed under this chapter when the board finds that the person
[DENY, REVOKE OR SUSPEND THE LICENSE OF A PERSON WHO]
(1) is incompetent in the performance of pilotage duties;
(2) is habitually intoxicated;
(3) illegally wuses or sells narcotic or hallucinogenic
drugs;
(4) makes a false statement to obtain a license;
(5) violates a provision of this chapteror a regulation
adopted under it;
(6) 1s gquilty of misconduct during the course of employ-
ment; of
(7) has suffered revocation of  federallicensure as a
pilot.
* Sec. 3. AS 08.62 is amended by adding a new section to article 2 to
-1- CSHB 172(L&C)
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Sec. 08.62.155.  DISCIPLINARY SANCTIONS.  (a) The board may
impose the following sanctions singly or in combination:
1) permanently revoke a license or permit to practice;

(

(2) suspend a license for a statedperiod of time;

(3) censure a licensee;

(4) issue a letter of reprimand,

(5) impose limitations or conditions on the professional
practice of a licensee;

(6) impose peer review;

(7)  impose professional  education requirements until a

satisfactory degree of skill has been attained in those aspects of
professional practice determined by the board to need improvement;

(8) impose probation and require the licensee to report
reqularly to the board upon matters involving the basis for the pro-
bat on;

(9) accept a voluntary surrender jf alicense.

(b) The board may withdraw probation status if it finds that the
deficiencies that required the sanction have been remedied.

() The board may summarily suspend alicense before final
hearing or during the appeals process if the board finds that the
licensee posesa clearand immediate danger tothe public health and
safety. A person whose license is suspended under this section is
entitled to a hearing by the board within seven days after the effec-
tive date of the order. [If, after a hearing, the board upholds the
suspension, the licensee may appeal the suspension to a court of
competent jurisdiction.

(d)  Theboard may reinstate alicense that has Dbeen suspended or

revoked if the board finds, after a hearing, that the applicant is
172(L&C) -2-
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(e) The board may return a license that has been voluntarily
surrendered if the board determines that the licensee is competent to
resume practice and that applicable renewal fees are paid.

(f)  The board shall seek consistency in the application of
disciplinary sanctions. A significant departure from prior decisions
involving similar situations shall be explained in the findings of
fact or order.

* Sec. A AS 08.62.150(b) is repealed.
* Sec. 5. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).

-3 - CSHB 172(L&C)



CAPTAIN EDWARD MURPHY
COMMITTEE TESTIMONY ON SUNSET
REVIEW OF THE BOARD OF MARINE PILOTS
1987
|

Mr. Chairman and ladies and gentlemen of the committee, thank you for
this opportunity to testify in favor of retaining the Alaska Board of
Marine Pilots. My name is Edward Murphy and lam appearing today both as
amember of the Board of Marine Pilots and as a practicing pilot in
southwest Alaska.

Iwould first like to give an historical overview of pilotage from
colonial times to the present to provide a meaningful context for my
remarks.

All maritime nations since ancient times have offered inducements for
mariners to become pilots and maintain pilotage systems for the
protection of shipping. Pilots may not be the oldest profession but we are
certainly the oldest regulated profession. The colonial legislatures had
pilotage laws in effect prior to our becoming a nation. The first congress
assembled after the adoption of the Constitution in 1789 realized the
federal government®s constitutional right to regulate interstate and
foreign commence would interfere with existing pilotage systems and
state regulations and quickly passed as act that left pilotage under state
control.

The state laws generally provided for a system of regulated public
pilots who conducted ships to and from the sea and whose terms and
conditions of service were established by law. Pilotage remained
exclusively a public service under state control until 1871 when congress
acted to provide for the federal licensing of pilots on steam vessels

engaged in coastwise or interior commerce of the country.



(2) Captain Edward Murphy

At that time steam vessels were considered Inherently dangerous and
many laws were being passed to protect the public from this new threat
created by the Industrial revolution. Since many states exempted ships
engaged In striclty coastwise commerce from the requirement of taking
aboard a public pilot, congress felt that there was a need to insure that
these new and dangerous vessels driven by steam employ someone familiar
with the waters over which the vessel was navigating.

This new act of congress created a different category of federally
licensed pilots who were the employees of the ship and who often were
actually the master or other officer acting as pilot by virtue of additional
endorsement on his license. This new category caused confusion in
defining the term pilot and in defining the role and function of a pilot.

The term pilot in the United States today is used to describe two
entirely different sets of relationships:

1) it can refer to a federally licensed employee of the ship who is subject
to the selection and control of the ship owner and whose terms and
conditions of employment are determined by mutual agreement. The
relationship isa comnmon law one of employer and employee.

2) It can refer to a state licensed publically regulated pilot who is not
subject to the control and selection of the shipowner and whose terms and
conditions of employment are established by statute and not subject to
negotiation. The relationship is created by compulsion of law and defined
by the state compulsory pilotage statute.

Insimple terms, the federally licensed pilot is acting in a private
capacity on privately agreed terms and conditions; the state pilot is

exercising a public function on publically regulated terms and conditions.



(3) Captain Edward Murphy

Pilots acting in a private capacity are generally referred to as
voluntary or "federal" pilots while pilots exercising a public function are
known as compulsory or "state” pilots.

In the voluntary pilot situation the employment contract is by mutual
agreement between the shipowner and the employee pilot. In the
compulsory pilot situation, which exists in Alaska and the other maritime
states, the pilot is forced on the shipowner by compulsion of law and
under terms and conditions established by law. The concept of compulsory
pilotage excludes any right of the shipowner and pilot to mutually agree
on the terms of their relationship. The right of selection and control, as
well as the terms and conditions of service are not properly the subject of
negotiations; they are established by the state to serve the state"s
superior interests.

There is a vast difference in the training, experience, perceived duties
and responsibilities, working relationships, legal relationships and
attitudes that separate the federally licensed employee pilot and the state
licensed public pilot. An understanding of the differences is necessary.

The state licensed pilot Is regulated by state statutes creating
compulsory pilotage. His state license is both a certificate of competency
and a franchise as a public servant requiring him to assume public
obligations in maintaining pilot stations and operating a pilotage system.
As part of their franchise as a public service it is compulsory for the
state pilot to keep a complement of qualified pilots available to render
service at all times, to go to ai./ ship needing their"service without
discrimination and to provide services under legally established terms and

conditions, and for a fee prescribed by law and published in a tariff.



(4) Captain Edward Murphy

Compulsory pilotage Is a creation of law, not a contract. It Is regulated
inmuch the same manner as a public service company and charged with the
public responsibility of rendering pilotage services to vessels. The pilot is
in no sense an employee of the shipowner or the vessel he pilots. He is
required to be accepted by the vessel and placed in charge of her
navigation to serve the state"s interest in protecting life and property
— and In today"s world, the environment from the hazards of
navigation. He sees his duty and obligation as being owed to local political
authority and to the public, rather than to a shipowner in the role of an
employer. The public nature and regulation of the terms and condition of
his service protect and insulate him from the demands and pressures that
can be placed on an ordinary employee to compromise the margins of
safety.

In contrast, the federally licensed pilot isa common law employee of
the shipowner serving ina private capacity. The shipowner has the right of
selection and the prospects of future employment are dependent on how
well the employee satisfies the demands placed upon him by the employer.
The master and the pilot work for and are answerable to the same
employer. Inmany cases the master and pilot may in fact be the same
person serving in a dual capacity. This lack of independence and the
absence of checks and balances should give the public cause for concern.

What does compulsory state pilotage operating under the authority of
the Alaska Board of Marine Pilots mean? It protects and insulates
independent decision making affecting the safety ofhavigation from
commercial pressures by placing navigation control in high risk areas in
charge of a compulsory state pilot who is free of the shipowners interest

and control.



(5) Captain Edward Murphy

It establishes and maintains a system for examining and licensing pflot
applicants. Itmaintains high professional standards. And, finally, it
disciplines pilots found guilty of misconduct or judged incompetent

In light of Alaska®s continuing need to protect its environment and the
lives and property of its citizens from the inherent dangers of navigation
under sometimes high risk conditions, it is essential to maintain state
licensed public pilots under the control of the Board of Marine Pilots. 1
urge the committee to recommend retention of the Board. Only a properly
constituted licensing and regulatory body, such as the Board, is capable of
assuring the maintenance of professional standards essential to the

piloting profession in a state so dependent on waterborne commerce.
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BILL NO. /mm

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

FIFTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An Act making miscellaneous amendments to AS
08.62 relating to the Board of Marine Pilots;

and providing for an effective date.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

ASection 1. AS 03.62 is amended by adding a new section to read:
Sec. 08.62. . ACCIDENT REPORT, (&) A licensed marine"
pilot who is 1involved in an accident while inperformance of

pilotageduties shall file an accident report with the board =

in accordance with regulations of the board.

\A|>r-:

(b) A report made in accordance with this chapter may not be

used in evidence in a criminal or civil action arising out of the

accident that is the subject of the report.

ASection 2. AS 08.62 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 08.62.___ DISCIPLINARY POWERS OF THE BOARD,

board may take the following disciplinary actions, 1in combination

or alternatively:

(1) permanently revoke a license, permit, or

certificate of registration;

(2) suspend a license for a determinate period to time;

(3) censure a licensee;

(4) issue a letter of reprimand;

@ A

(5) imposition of limitations or conditions on the

professional practice of a licensee;

(6) imposition of peer review;

(7) imposition of professional education requirements

until a satisfactory degree of skill has been attained

areas determined by the board to need improvement;

2835s
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(s) imposition of probation requirements and require
the licensee to report regularly to the board upon matters
involving the basis of probation;

(9) accept voluntary surrender of a license.

(b) The board may withdraw probationary status if it finds
that the deficiencies that required the sanction have been
remedied.

(c) The board may summarily suspend a license before final
hearing or during the appeals process if the board finds that the
licensee poses a clear and immediate danger to the public health
and safety if the licensee continues to practice. A person whose
license is suspended under this section shall be entitled to a
hearing by the board no later than seven days after the effective
date of the order. The person may appeal the suspension after a
hearing to a court of competent jurisdiction.

(d) The board may reinstate a license that has heen
suspended or revoked if the board finds after a hearing that the
applicant is able to practice with skill and safety.

(e) The board may return a license which has been
voluntarily surrendered if the hoard determines that the licensee
IS competent to resume practice and applicable renewal fees have
been paid.

(f) The board shall seek consistency in the application of
disciplinary sanctions, and significant departure from prior
decisions involving similar situations shall be explained in
findings of fact or orders.

*Section 3. AS 08.62.150 is amended to read:

Sec. 08.62.150. Grounds for Imposition of Disciplinary

Sanctions [DENTAL, REVOCATION OR SUSPENSION], (a) The hoard

[, AFTER COMPLIANCE WITH THE ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT

(AS 44.62),] may impose a disciplinary sanction on a person

licensed under this chapter when the board finds that the

2835s



10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

person [DENY, REVOKE OR SUSPEND THE LICENSE OF A PERSON WHO]
(1) 1is incompetent in the performance of pilotage duties;
(2) is habitually intoxicated;
(3) illegally uses or sells narcotic or hallucinogenic
drugs;
(4) makes a false statement to obtain a license;
(5) violates a provision of this chapter or a regulation
adopted under it;
(6) is guilty of misconduct during the cour®.e of his
employment;
(7) has suffered revocation of federal licensure as a
pilot [;Kk
[(b) A LICENSE DENIED, REVOKED OR SUSPENDED UNDER (@) OF
THIS SECTION MAY NOT BE GRANTED OR REINS®™ AT® mmUNTIL.
(1) THE REASON FOR THE LIfENepc DENIAL, REVOCATION OR
SUSPENSION HAS BEEN REMEDIED; AND
(2) THE PERIOD OF SUSPENSION HAS BEEN SERVED AND ALL
FINES IMPOSED UNDER THIS CHAPTER HAVE BEEN PAID.]
*Section 4. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with

AS 08.01.070(c).

28365
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(907) 465-3892

Labor and Commerce Committee

Maxrch 16, 1987

MEMORANDUM

To: Members, House Labor and Commerce Committee

Front Representative Dave Donley, Chair
House Labor and Commerce Comrmittee

Re: Proposed anmendnments to HB 172 - Marine Pilots

HB 172, extending the Marine Pilot's Board, is before the
House Labor and Commerce Conmmitttee on Tuesday, Martch 17.

The Board has ashed the Committee to anerd HB 172 to include
changes that 1) require licensed pilots to File accident
reports, 2) expand the disciplinary ponwers of the Board and,
3) cleans up archaic language.

A copy of the proposed amendments is in your committee packet.
A menber of the Board of Marine Pilots will be coming to

Juneau tomorrow, on his onn nickle, to explain the requested
arendments and to arswer ary questions the Committee may have.
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PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

r] accordance |h the |ntent of . Titles 24 and 44. ~ff éhe
aska Statutfe nseé glslatio we have reviewe {he
% |Hes 0 oar Marln% flots to def?rmlne 1T the
oard has been operating in an efficient and etfective
manner.

As required . y.legislative jntent, thig ort shall
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Tests of files and documents of licensees.

Interwews‘] with the Division of Occupational Licensing
(OL) employees.

bl led, Wikl AP, SR
5. Discussions with Board members.

6. I\(Ilpgtses of Board meetings and Division correspondence

1. ABtotgrr ey General's Opinions applicable to professional

8. Interviews with personnel from the U.S. Coast Guard.

%
1. Applicable statutes and regulations.
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R
Average Revenye

% g Sc edulie 1 and Note 2)

Expenditures (See Note 3)
Excess of Revenues over Expenditures
Schedu
Types op &evenues
Amount  _Amount
m o F@ N

Prior to ctive
Revenues 11/20/86 11/20/86
Applicat n . .
pEo é(r:namlgtnlog E $50.00 $120.00
Temporary License 50.00 20.00
f $ $
License Fee $300.00  $180.00
Exten5|on 8 Eoute $ 20.00
Upgrade
Note 1
This r%Yenue/e enditure comparison Mﬁs
available records an d ISCUS saons with Occ
IS DO T IS0 et ol sk
% ard's gtat n?e%t o? evenues Bompareg wit
Note 2
/\5|%nficant portion of revenues is comR S
rene a’fees. License ar% ne 3d bé
rﬁnewa. date was ce% er 31, }9 a S
S, revenues vary su stantlalg e%f ¥ F e
rore, we aveg ged” revenues cpllected 1n fis
Iscal year % In order to Pbtaql a represe
average annual revenues collected.

STATE OF ALASKA .15 -

n
%f the renew-
¥e I E}ere
! year and

e

$11,489
14,611

$(3,122)

Collection Time

With squlual
of application

w@tgp?HFEg{$gﬂ

Biennially

With squiual
of application

ared fro
a | na |-

n on }he
xpenditures.

T st

amount of
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Note 3

Expenditures consist of direct costs resulting from Board
activities, which includes travel, per diem, ad miscellane-
ous contractual expenditures incurred by the Board nenbers
ad the Board's licensing examiner. This anouit does not
include iNndirect administrative expenditures of the Division
of Occupational Licensing or expenditures for efforts of
other departments assisting the Board.
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SIBVECOWPER GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE & P.0O. box D
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT phoneWw w iS™ (800
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER
'Y

February 6, 1987

Vv

fw FE3 17 »37 JJ

Mr. Gerald Wilkerson

Legislative Auditor ..
Legislative Audit Division V. -
P.0. Box W

Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Mr. Wilkerson:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the preliminary perform—
ance report on the Board of Marine Pilots. The department concurs
that the board should be reestablished and agrees with the recommend—
ation that the Division of Occupational Licensing"s investigative

unit should ensure timely, effective, and efficient investigations of
licensing complaints. As you acknowledged in the report, the divi—
sion has implemented the following procedures over the past six

months which are targeted at increasing the effectiveness of the
investigative unit:

1. all current cases in investigation and litigation have been
computerized;
2. an in-depth investigation and litigation manual has been

prepared and adopted; and

3. all complaints received by licensing examiners are now
logged into the investigative unit within three days of
receipt.

These procedures have increased the effectiveness of case tracking
and processing but will not impact the timely processing of all
complaints. There are currently four investigators who have the
responsibility for investigating allegations of incompetence and
unlicensed activity in 25 occupational areas. Each investigator
currently has an average caseload of 50 investigations. This has
necessitated the development of a system of prioritizing cases based
on the degree of risk to the public. Unfortunately, not all cases
can be handled in a timely manner.

Sincerely,
hony Smith
ssioner
KM/mst5339m
020587a

-17 -
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February 10, 1987

BOARD OF MARINE PILOTS RESPONSE TO PRELIMINARY SUNSET AUDIT DATED NOVEMBER 28,
1987, BY CAPTAIN W.E. MURPHY, MEMBER.

The preliminary audit report is generally a fair and reasonable statement of the
Board's performance and problens. Some areas, however, need to be clarified and
expanded upon.

PURPOSE OF THE REPORT
The auditors claim that in making their report they "reviewed and evaluated"
discussions with Board members. In fact, | know of no Board member who had any
dialogue with an auditor relative to their sunset investigation. Contact between
Board members and sunset auditors was noticeable by its absence. An auditor did
sit in on a Board meeting but did not interview Board members.

ORGANIZATION AND FUNCTION
Under this section the report describes the Board's purpose and duties but does
not state its primary duty, established by statute. That 1is Alaska Statute
08.62.040 which states, in part, "The Board shall (1) provide for the
maintenance of an efficient and competent pilot service on all waters covered by
thi chapter to assure the protection of shipping and the safety of human life
and property."” This is the most important of the statutes which the Board's
performance should be measured against.
The preliminary report, in describing the Board's licensing functions, refers to
limited pilot license of under 2000 gross tons. Recently new licensing
regulations were put into effect by the Board which creates 4 license
categories: channel pilot; step 1 license for vessels of less than 20000 gross
tons; step 2 license for vessels of under 40000 gross tons; and unlimited
tonnage license.

REPORT CONCLUSION

POLICY ISSUES

The meaning of this paragraph is nrt clear.Therefore no comment is offered.
REPORT CONCLUSION

The Board concurs with the auditors' conclusion that it should be reestablished.
While not without problems, the Board does a good job of protecting the public's
interest by regulating pilotage in this state. The demise of the Board would
spell the end of any state control over the competence of the navigation of the
many foreign vessels and very large tankers which ply Alaska's ,aters.

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The Board could not agree more that timely, effective and efficient
investigation of licensing complaints should be ensured. Board members have been
extremely frustrated with the inordinate amount of time license
suspension/revocation proceedings have taken, a process over which the Board
exercises no control. The problem goes beyond investigative delay, however. In
two recent cases months passed after the investigations were completed before a
hearing officer was assigned. The hearing officer,once appointed, granted a
series of delays and continuances to both counsel which further slowed the
proceedings. 7T~ Qi- Al/ViA



Bd. of Marine Pi lo%s Response to Preliminary Audit
February 10, 1987
page 2

About two years passed before the cases were resolved, during which time the
Board suffered much criticism. The peiception of the maritime public was that
the Board was refusing to act, while in fact the Board could do nothing until
the hearing process was finished. This is an example of how bureaucratic

inertia can undermine public confidence in a regulatory board. It is a very real
problem for this board.

The director of Occupational Licensing is aware of this problem and has
instituted reforms which the Board feels will improve the timeliness of both
investigations and hearings.

ANALYSIS OF PUBLIC NEED
Il D (3)
The audit report points out that the Pilot Board is not self supporting. Board
members are aware of this and were mystified when, in 1986, Occupational
Licensing lowered the fees for marine pilot licenses. It is the Board's position
that it should indeed be self sustaining.

VI C See comnents under findings and recommendations.

VI Il A The Board has eliminated from its applications questions which might tend
to be discriminatory. Weight,height and date of birth information was left on
the application at the request of the investigative wunit in order to assist

it in identifying a licensee it might be required to investrigate. |

APPENDIX A
BOARD OF MARINE PILOTS REVENUES COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURES |

As stated previously the Board feels it should be self supporting but does not
have the authority to set its own fees. This is done by Occupational Licensing.
The Board did not recommend and cannot explain why fees were reduced in 1986

Vi L. QUvINeRCi:
Ft i

PEG 111.93

I'F
' e L LiGEHiitfhi 220- |



THE LEGISLATURE

BIEADADITOMITE ,
February 19, 1987

Members of the Legislative Budget
and Zi\udlt ommittee; J

We Pave reviewed the Board of Marl? Pi Io
preliminary report. Qur comments follow

Purpose of the Report
hi tain W. E
tﬂatIS r%o%? Sﬁ]em%l%?rgvagnegnobﬁ{agtaepgam%ardlnq thrghguhns%mated

response to our

review, P evr oth current an é s w re
contacted cussmrj curreB 8 ast . activity.
embers ont?gte were Hdl th Fga ¥ arvm aylor
aptain Donald Oldow, an Kenneth avyhouse.

Organization and Function

e R ol b Cotn W €



S TATE O0OF ALAS KA 1987 L

FlIs C AL

REQUEST:

Revision Date:
Titde :An Act extending the termination
date of the Board of Marine Pilots:
Sponsor:House Labor & Commerce
Reguestor:

EG IS LATIVE S ESSION

N 0 T E
Bill \ersion *HB
Publish Date :"'376787—

Agency Affected "Commerce
BRU : Occupational Licensing

& Econ.

7Y%

Components - All

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING FY 87 FY 88 F

PERSON
TRAVEL
CONTRACI1UAL
SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING

SERVICES

>

(=il NoNoNoNoNo)
O O oo o ©°

CAPITAL

REVENUE 0 C

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 0 0
FEDERALFUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL 0 n

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS (Attach a separate page if necessary)

(Thousands of Dollars)

Y 89 FY 90 FYy 91
n 0 0
0 0 0
.0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

0 0
J 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 c
0 0 0
0 0 0

Q— __Q_ n
0 0 0

FY 92

O OcCcOO0O OO0 Oo

Funding for continuation of the Board of Marine Pilots is budgeted in the
department”s Ff 88 operating budget request and is anticipated to be covered

primarily through program receipts.

gnnifer Strickier, Management

T*r<.yjre3by: _ - - i
Occupatl onal Licensi ng-

Division :

-imthony Smith

mic Development

Approved by Commissioner
Agency: Commerce a

Distribution (by preparer):
Legislative Finance
Legislative Sponsor
Requestor
Office of Management and Budget
Impacted Agcncy(ies)

* Senate Secretary

Analyst Brione :--465-2144
Date: 3//6> /817
D ate:

page.

of — L
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Bill Version : HB 172

REQUEST: Publish Date : 3/6/87
Revision Date: Agpnry affccfed -Commerce & Econ. Dev.
Title : An Act: extending the termination BRU: Occupational Licensing
date of the Board of Marine Pilots:

Sponsor :House Labor & Commerce Components : All

Requestor:
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 87 FYy 88 FY 89 FY 90 Fy 91 FY 92
PERSONAL SERVICES (0] n .0 n 0 0
i "RAVEL 0 0 0 0 0 0
CONTRACTUAL 0 0 n 0 n n
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 0 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0
LAND & STRUCTURES n n n 1 0 0
GRANTS, CLAIMS 0 0 0 0 0 u
MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL j

REVENUE 0 0 0 0 0 0

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERAL FUND 0 0 0 0 0 0
FEDERALFUNDS

OTHER

“ITTTAL 0. n o .. 0 0 Q..

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 clom 0 0 0
PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS : (Attach aseparate page if necessary)

Funding for continuation of the Board of Marine Pilots is budgeted in the
department®s FY 88 operating budget request and is anticipated to be covered
primarily through program receipts.

Management Analyst 465-2144

_ _ _ " Phone
Occupational Licensing- D at
ate:.

reparcu by
Division :

Approved by Commissioner/ Anthony Smith Date:
Agency: Commerce arra/Eco Jmic Development

Distribution (by preparer):

Legislative Finance

Legislative Sponsor

Requestor

Office of Management and Budget

Impxlcd Agcncy(ies) page. of
*  Senate Secretary



S TATE O0F ALAS KA 1987 L EG IS LATIVE S ESSIO0ON

FISCAL NOTE
Dill Version : CSHB 172 (L&C)

REQUEST: PublishDate:JZ2D/87
Revision Date: Agency Affected:Commerce & Economic Dev.
Title : An Act relating to the regulation BRU; Occupational Licensing

of marine pilots: extending the termination date...

Sponsor:House Labor A Commerce Components : All

Requestor: 2
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING FY 87 FY 88 FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0 0
TRAVEL 0 0 - 0 0 0 0
CONTRACTUAL n n n 0 0 0
SUPPLIES 0 0 0 V.9, 0 0
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 /0. 0 0
UND .fc STRUCTURES _ (1 0 wmmmm 0 0 0
GRANTS,CUIMS 0 0 0 0 0 0
MISCELLANEOUS 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE 0 0 0 0 0 0
FUNDING:  (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERALFUND 0 0 0 0 0 0
FEDERALFUNDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
oniER 0 0 0 0 0 0
'infrAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0 0 0 0 0

PART-TIME 0 0 0 0 0
TEMPORARY 0 0 0 0 0
ANALYSIS :  (Attach a separate page ifnecessary)

Funding for continuation of the Board of Marine Pilots is budgeted for in the
department®s FY 88 operating budget request and is anticipated to be covered

primarily through program receipts

Unp-~rEy*ennifer~Snvi“ter, Maifagc t Analyst Phnn. . 465-2144
Division : Occupational/ L"e”Aig / Date:—
Approved by CommissihneLyjT aftfgROny~'amitly/ j-ja(e ,

Agency: Commerce and/Economic Develop/

Distribution (by preparer):

Legislative Finance

Legislative Sponsor

Requestor

Office of Management and Budget

Impacted Agency(ies) page_Il— of
*  Senate Secretary





